REMARKS 

Claims I and 4-38 are pending in the present application. In the above amendments, 
ciiums i, 4, 5, 7. S. iO, 20, 22, 24, 25, 3i, 33 and 36-38 have been amended and daims 2 and 3 

have been canccied withoiu prejudice. 

Claims 37 and 38 were rejected under 35 USC § 101 because the ciaimcd mvcntion is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter due to the language contained in paragraph 88 of the 
specification. In this amendment, paragraph 8S has been deleted in total, obviating the rejection. 

No new matter has been added. 

Ciaims 1,2, 12, 13 and 36 were rejected under 35 USC § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Baker, et al (US 6,556,638), Baker, et a!., discloses a radio communication system having a 
primary station and plurality of secondary statiotjs, power of upHnk and downlink channels 
[.xjtween the primai-y station and a secondary station is controlled in a closed loop manner by each 
station liansnufttng powci coiifiol Loihithinds to the Other station. The r.x;iini)is.M- in ihr office 
action specifically indicated that the prior art failed to teach the churned method of claim 2 
whei-ein the step of generating comprises generating m "zero" value power control bits and « 
"one" value power control bits for each batch formed with a subset of the second frames, vi'ith m 
and n differing by at most 1, if the two bit running history equals a selected one of "01" and "10", 
w and u being integers. Further, the Examnier indieated thai claims 3-il and 14-35 would be 
uilou abie if the claims were rewritten in independent form and mclude the limiiationi of the base 
claim and any mtcrvenmg claims. To obviate the rejection and aisx) to comply v\ ith the suggested 
amendments, independent claim 1 was amended to include the features of claims 2 and 3, now 
canceled. Thus, claim 1 is now aUowable. In order to be consistent with the amendments to 
independent cluim 1, dependent claims 4, 5, 8, and 10 were also amended. Claim.s 12 and 13 are 
dependsul claiin:^., therefore with the amendments to independent claim i, these ciauns are also 
dlluwiibie. Clami 56 is an apparatus el:j!trj v-hicii c(-rapliinenls in .sirueture tiic feauires of 
independent method claim 1- Thtis. to obviate the rejections imder this section, similar 
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amendments were made to claim 36. The amendments to ciaim 36 are fuliy supported m the 
specification. With these amendments, claim 36 is now allowable. 

Claims 37 and 38 wem rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Baker, 
et al. (US 6,556,838). Baker, et al, v/as discussed in the previous section and said discussion is 
incorporated again for this rejection. Again, the feature that was deemed allowable by the 
Examiner and set forth above, has been included in the amendments to independent claims 37 

and 3S. The feaiures contained in the Limcndrr.^.'r.t- io the claims arc fully supported by the 
speciriciuion. Therefore, with ihe amendmenis. claims 37 and 38 are allowable. 

The allowance of claitns 14-35 is noted with appreciation. 

Please note that amendments to claims 7, 20, 22, 24, 31 and 33 were made to delete an 
errant period and claim 25 was amended to correct a misspelled word. 



In Mfw 111 the rort'L'OH'*., .Ap[">l!i.i:iit '^^l^nllts thai ill pendmg chiHns in the apphcation are 
palentabie. Accordingly, leconsidcraiton and allowance of this application are earnestly 
soiicitcd. Should any issues remain unresolved, the Examiner is encouraged lo telephone the 
undersigned ai the number provided below. 



QIJALCOMM Incorporated 
5775 Morehouse Drive 
San Diego, California 92 1 2 i 
Telephone: (S58) 65 1 -4125 
Facsimile: (858)658-2502 



BEQUEST FOR ALLOWANCE 



Respectfully submitted. 
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